The discussion of Franza and DeJong (2018) raises some interesting points. Below are some additional comments organised according to these points.
5
[1] Franza and DeJong (2018) highlighted that the point-load analogy (i.e.
6
bending stiffness = force/deflection) used in Haji et al. (2018) to develop 7 equations for estimating the bending stiffness of a building includes the 8 effect of shear and bending deformations, and referred to this as the 'total 9 stiffness'. It was suggested that the contribution of shear and bending should 10 be distinguished for the evaluation of building bending stiffness, which is 11 sensible. We simply note that the intention of the proposed method was not 12 to follow a strict analytical scheme; it is intended as a simplified approach 13 to estimate building bending stiffness that attains a good level of accuracy
14
(by virtue of its development with rigorous numerical analyses) and is able 15 to capture features that are not incorporated in existing analytical methods
16
(e.g. constraint of building due to length in unaffected zone). We agree that, due to the underlying differences in the approaches, a strict 21 comparison between the methods is not possible, however we felt that an 22 attempt to put results within the context of existing methods was worthwhile.
23
The original paper discusses some differences between the proposed method 
